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preparing the material have delayed 
transmission of the sections dealing with 
fhe period following -1863. 


diligence 


American lull 

Criticized Diem In 50's 
*=»•/ . - 4 

"Much of what the United States knows 
now about the origins, of the insurgency 
©‘.South Vietnam rests on information it 
lias acquired since 1983, approximately 
ih'e ; span of time that an extensive and , 
effective ’American, intelligence appara- 
■ lu$ had been functioning in Vietnam. 

^Before then, our intelligence vy.as 
drawn from a significantly more narrow 
and less reliable range, of sources, chiefly 
Vietnamese, and could not have support- 
’ ed analysis in depth 'of insurgent organi- 
zation and intentions’ . . . 

- ‘-None the less, U.S. intelligence esti- 
mates through I960 correctly and consist- 
ently estimated that the threat to GVN 
internal security was greater, than the 
danger from overt invasion . . . 

'.Throughout the years, they, [intelli- 
gence estimates] were critical of fPresi-. 
dent Ngo Dinhl Diem, consistently ex- 
pressing skepticism that he could deal 
successfully 'with his interruil political 
problems. These same estimates miscal- 
culated the numerical and political fg rence ‘between the 
strength of the Viet Cong, misjudged the A { AAG General McGarr 
extent of rural disaffection, and over-rat- 
ed the military capabilities of the GVN. 

But as strategic intelligence they were 
remarkably sound. • 

Measure- Of Risk 

^Indeed, given the generally bleak ap- 
praisals of Diem’s prospects, they who 
made U.S. policy could only have done 
so' by assuming a significant measure of 
risk. 


opposition elements.- 
;-This policy of repression will inhibit lire 
growth of popularity of the regime and 
\ve believe that dissatisfaction will grow, 
particularly among those who are politi- 
cally conscious. . ." 

1: Despite these reservations, U.S. policy 
remained staunchly and fairly uncritical- 
ly behind Diem through 1950, . . 
r; While classified policy papers through 
1959 thus dealt with risks, public state- 
ments of U.S. officials did not refer to the 
jeopardy. 

:;Tg the contrary, the picture presented 
the public and Congress by Ambassador 
Durbrow, Genera! Williams, and other 
administration spokesmen was of con- 
tinuing progress, virtually miraculous 
improvement, year in and year out. 

'IDiem was depicted as a strong and 
capable leader, firmly in command of his 
o\vi) house, leading his people into mod- 
ern nationhood at a remarkable pace. 

More Soldiers Arrive 
yin June, I960, additional U.S. Army 
Special Forces arrived in Vietnam, and 
during the. summer a, number of Ranger 
battalions, with the express mission of 
counter-guerilla operation, were activat- 
ed ... 

Vine C1P [Submitted in January, 19611 
. incorporated one major point of dif- 
‘ ' " Embassy and 

[William’s suc- 
cessor! desired to increase the South 
Vietnamese force level by some 20,000 
' troops, while Ambassador Durbrow main- 
tained reservations concerning the neces- 
sity or the wisdom of additional forces. 

" it The ambassador’s position rested on 
tlje premise that Diem wanted the force- 
level increase, and that the United States 
should not provide funds for that purpose 
until Diem was patently prepared to take 
those unpalatable political measures the 


ask. ... • those unpalatable political measures Hie 

^Within a matter of weeks tin the spring ambassador had proposed aimed at liber- 
of : 1055], however, the U.S, firmly and alizing the GVN. The ambassador held 
finally committed itself to unstinting sup- 
port. of Ngo Dinh Diem, -accepted his 
refusal to comply with the political settle- 
ment of Geneva and acceded to with- 
drawal of French military power and 
.political influence from South Vietnam. 

.;gThc 1959 .NTS again expressed serious 
reservations about Diem’s leadership and 
flatly stated that: _ 

stability^in South^A^.tnam. hang heavily 
fipon President Diem and.his„ahl)i.ty-t<j. 


Abbreviations Guide 

ARVN— Army of the Republic 
of Vietnam (the South Vietnamese 
Army). 

CJ.P — Counter-insurgency- pro- 
gram. 

DOD— Department of Defense. 

GVN— Government of (South) 

■ Vietnam. 

JCS— the United States Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

JGS— The South Vietnamese 
. Joint General Staff. 

MAAG— Military Assistance Ad- 
visory Group (the U.S. ■ military 
mission in South Vietnam). ■ 

■ NIE— National (U.S.) jnlelli- 
gence estimate. 

NSAM— National security action 
memorandum. 

RVNAF— Republic of (South) . 
Vietnam armed forces. 

SVN— South Vietnam.. = . 

VC— Viet Cong. ■ ' 

threat as most important, and who there- 
fore regarded military measures against 
this threat as most urgent, advocated 
approval and any other measures which 
would induce Diem’s acceptance of the 
GIF, and his co-operation with MAAG. 
They were impatient with Ambassador 
Durbrow’s proposed "pressure tactics” 
since, they saw in them the possibility of 
GVN delay' on vital military matters, and 
the prospect of little profit other than 
minor concessions from Diem in political ' 
areas they deemed peripheral or trivial ■ 
in countering the VC. - / 

Tipping the scales toward what'might 
be called the I Diem-advisors group-Pcn-' 
tagonl priorities was the coincident and 
increasing need to "reassure” Diem of 
U.S. support for the GVN and for him 
personally . . . This requirement to reas- . 
sure Diem was plainly at cross purpose . 
with the use of pressure tactics. - 
Ten days after President Kennedy 
came to office, he authored a ?41 million - 
increase in aid for Vietnam ... 


An 


:o'grams, 


1961 


cut little hope that either the political or K.eilliedy CoiillUltlllBBi- 
even military portions of the CIP could ’ 

be successfully accomplished without 
some such leverage .. . . - , •, 

Washington Divergence 
Jin the staff reviews of the CIP in 
Washington,' the divergence between 
State and Defense noted above came 
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When Kennedy took office, the prospect , 
of an eventual crisis in, Vietnam had been 
widely recognized in the government, al- ; 
tliough nothing much had yet been clone j 
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ardous road that I am not willing to travel 
at least without congressional guidance and 
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direction. 

Beyond the narrow legal issues in- 
volved, Justice Stewart, in his concurring 
opinion, addressed himself to the larger 
question of the role of a free press in a 
free society, and the people’s right to 
know.. Justice Stewart noted that under 
our system of government, the Executive . 
enjoys enormous power in the areas of 
national defense and international rela- 
tions, that this power has necessarily 
grown in this, the nuclear age, and that 
it is “largely unchecked by the legislative 
and judicial branches." In one of the 
most poignant and profound paragraphs 
of his opinion, Justice Stewart continues: 

In the absence of the governmental chocks 
and balances present In other areas of our na- 
tional life, the only effective restraint upon 
executive policy and power In the areas of 
national defense and International affairs 
may lie in an enlightened citizenry — in an In- 
formed and critical public opinion which 
alone can here protect the values of demo- 
cratic government.’ For this reason, it Is per- 
haps here that a’ press that Is alert, aware, 
and free most vitally serves the basic purpose 
of the First Amendment. For without an In- 
formed and free press there cannot he an en- 
lightened people. . 

Justice. Stewart goes on to say that 
confidentiality and scf.rccy are essential 
to the successful conduct of int ernational 
diplomacy and the maintenance of an 
effective national defense, but that the 
responsibility for this must be where the 
power is— with the Executive. In his 
words: 

The executive must have the largely un- 
shared duty to determine and preserve the 
degree of internal security necessary to exer- 
cise that power successfully. 

To quote Justice Stewart further: 

It Is an awesome responsibility, requiring 
judgment and wisdom of a high order. I 
should suppose that, moral, political and 
practical considerations would dictate that a 
very first principle of that wisdom would be 
an Insistence upon avoiding secrecy for its 
own sake. For when everything is classified, 

■ then nothing is classified, and the system 
becomes one to be disregarded by the cynical 
or the careless, and to be manipulated by 
those Intent on self-protection or self-pro- 
motion. I should suppose, In short, that the 
hallmark of a truly effective Internal se- 
curity system would be the maximum pos- 
sible disclosure, recognizing that secrecy can 
best be preserved only when credibility Is 
truly maintained. 

Mr. .Speaker, I think Justice Stewart 
has put his finger on what is truly at 
issue in this whole controversy over the 
publication of the Pentagon papers. 

. There is a tendency in government to 
overclassify and to keep from the people, 
and the people’s representatives, infor- 
mation which is essential to the proper 
functioning of a democratic system.. 
When there is secrecy for the sake of 
secrecy, or for self -protection or self- 
promotion, then credibility is seriously 
undermined and the real security of that 
system is strained to its very limits. Wc 
• must recognize and proceed on . the as- 
sumption advanced by Justice. Stewart 
-that an enlightened citizenry — an in- 
formed and critical public opinion — is vi- 
tal to the protection of democratic values. 


HON. PARREN J. MITCHELL . 

OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 1, 1971 • ■ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, there is 
an abundance of speculation currently 
over the effect that the publication of the 
Pentagon papers will have upon the fu- 
ture course of American policy in Viet- 
nam. Many of these assessments have 
foreseen action by the Nixon administra- 
tion to speed up its troop withdrawal 
timetable. It is imperative that all our 
troops be removed immediately and 
unilaterally from this illegal and immoral 
conflict— not on the basis of the whims 
and calculations of political advisers 
whoso only concern is the public stand- 
ing of the administration in November of 
1072 , but because of this war’s devastat- 
ing effect upon the unmet needs of the 
American and Vietnamese peoples. 

Yesterday, I had the privilege of sub- 
mitting a statement on the war in Indo- 
china before the Subcommittee on Asian 
and Pacific Affairs of the House Foreign, 
Affairs Committee. I thank Mr. Gal- 
lagher, the distinguished chairman of 
the subcommittee, for the opportunity to 
express my views on this issuer and in- 
clude at this point my testimony before 
the subcommittee: 

Statement by Congressman Barren J. 
Mitchell Before the House Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee, June 30, 1071 
It is reason for encouragement as well as 
dismay that so many Members of Congress 
are testifying on the war In Indochina be- 
fore the Aslan and Pacific Affairs Subcom- 
mittee of the House Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee. This is a heartening event in that It 
demonstrates yet again the overwhelming op- 
position to this senseless conflict on the part 
of both this Nation's citizenry and then- 
elected representatives In this Congress. 

At the same time we must be discouraged 
by the futility of such an outpouring of opin- 
ion against the destruction and violence here 
and In Indochina which has consumed the 
lives of thousands of Aslans and Americans. 
It Is an expression of disgust that has been 
largely ignored by those who are capable of 
putting an end to this military folly and 
who have compounded their error by seek- 
ing to prevent the American people from 
learning the true nature of the decisions 
which have resulted In this horrid course of 
events. 

Beyond the nature of the disclosures con- 
cerning the executive branch decisions that 
have led us to the situation that we face 
today, the controversy surrounding the pubs 
lication of the Pentagon study on Vietnam 
demonstrates that many Americans have, lost 
their faith in the Government which pur- 
portedly represents them and that the Gov- 
ernment is fearful of letting the people know 
What It has done In the past is still doing 
today. It is our responsibility to restore the 
faith of the American people In our Gov- 
ernment. 

We cannot speak piously of a system of 
laws and thon blithely disregard’ those lim- 
itations upon excessive governmental au- 
thority when it suits us. We cannot expect 
our young citizens to keep their actions with- 
in the law if we fall to do so ourselves. 

Those who argue that the revelations in 
the Pentagon papers should come as no sur- 
prise to the American people are correct. We 
have long been aware of tho Government’s 


misleading of the public In the inflated body 
counts which included dead animals as v.-cl’ 
as tho eneffny. The pride taken In the week’, 
"kill” also demonstrates the coldness and In- 
differences towards the destruction we arc 
inflicting In Indochina, which has come to 
characterize and to plague the American 
psyche. 

The Pentagon papers have also revealed 
that the CIA told the present administra- 
tion in 1969 that tho domino theory was not 
applicable to the situation in Indochina. Yet 
the president still speaks of a Communist 
threat to tho stability of the entire subcon- 
tinent. If the President should change his 
line of argument In defense of our continued 
support of. the discredited Thleu-Ky regime, 
that will not he anything new either. We 
have already heard far. too many different 
justifications for our support of various re- 
gimes and for our involvement in the war. 
As each of these arguments has ’ been suc- 
cessively knocked down, a now one has sprung 
up In its place. 

Neither Is the executive branch’s disregard 
of the first amendment and Its protections 
against prior restraint of tho press a recent 
outgrowth of tills military folly. Soldiers, 
congressmen, and ordinary citizens have been 
watched by the FBI In a vain and illegal 
attempt to limit the outpouring of dissent 
which this war has engendered. It cannot 
be'conslderod traitorous to oppose this Illegal 
war which has destroyed the people and land 
of Southeast '-Asia and torn our nation 
asunder. Wc must exert all our efforts to end 
this war. 

Along with twelve other Members of the 
House of Representatives, I have filed a suit 
challenging the constitutionality of the Pres- 
ident’s waging this war without the consent 
of the Congress. The- declaration of war 
clause of the United States Constitution 
(Article I, Section VIH, clause 11) Is clear 
proof of the founding fathers’ Intention that 
the executive alone should not be able to 
take this nation Into war. Only-, the Congress 
has the power to declare war. The exigencies 
Imposed upon tho conduct of foreign affairs 
and war-making with the advent of the 
atomic bomb in no way permit the Presi- 
dent to perpetuate the extended Involvement 
of American men and money which wo have 
squandered In Vietnam. Nor can the execu- 
tive claim that Congressional votes to con- 
tinue appropriations for the soldiers who are 
In the battlefield and to extend the draft 
which sends them there are In any way 
.equivalent to a congressional declaration of 
war. , 

Our case was dismissed last week by Judge 
William Jones of the United States District 
Court, Washington, D.C., without our law- 
yers’ presenting any oral orguments on our 
behalf, but we have already appealed the 
District Court decision to the Appellate 
Court. In its motion to dismiss, the Gov- 
ernment contended that the President’s pow- 
ers as chief executive are sufficient to up- 
hold his taking us Into this war in the man- 
ner In which It has been done. The Justice 
Department has also argued that as con- 
gressmen we lack tho standing to bring such 
a suit against tho government. The doctrines 
of separation of powers and checks and bal- 
ances will bo mere charades if there is not 
a full airing of the Issues we have raised In 
this case. 

Our legal protest of tho manner In which 
this war Is being conducted Is but one of 
many outcries against this slaughter. De- 
spite this growing clamor for a change in 
our policy, President Nixon has widened the 
war Into Laos and Cambodia, claiming vic- 
tory and' continued success for his Vietnami- 
zation program when the evidence clearly in- 
dicated otherwise. The much heralded 
Victnamlzatlon of the war will mean that 
yellow-skinned people will do the dying in- 
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•: V Following are texts of key 'documents accompanying 
:the Pentagon’s study of the Vietnam war, dealing with the Ad- ' 
. ministration of President John F. Kennedy u p to the events that 
.brought Ills overthrow of President Ngo Dink Diem in 1963. 

: Except where excerpting is specified , the documents are printed. 

; verbatim , with only unmistakable typographical errors cor- 
\ reeled. J \ : ■ ' • 


■ U.S. Ambassador’s ’60 Analysis 
Of Threats to Saigon Regime 


Cablegram from lilbrldge Durbrow, United States Ambassador in Saigon, 
to Secretary of State Christian A. llerter, Sept. IS, 1960. 


As indicated .our 495 and 53S Diem 
regime confronted by two separate but 
related dangers. Danger from demon- 
strations or coup attempt in Saigon 
could occur earlier; likely to be pre- 
dominantly non-Communistic in origin 
but Communists can be expected to 
endeavor infiltrate a.nd exploit any such 
attempt. Even more serious danger is 
i gradual Viet Cong extension of control 
. over countryside which, if current Corn- 
- : munist progress continues, would mean 
•loss free Viet-nam to Communists. 


two dangers 'are related because 


Communist successes m rural areas 

• embolden them to extend their activities 
' to Saigon and because non-Communist 

temptation to engage in demonstrations 
or coup is partly motivated by sincere 
desire prevent Communist take-over in 
Viet-nam. . 

Essentially [word illegible] sets or 
measures required to meet these two 
! dangers. For .Saigon danger essentially 
political and psychological measures re- 
quired. For countryside clanger security 

• measures as well as political, psycho- 


JUVUJVUVO " v** i J * 

! logical. and economic measures needed. 


. However both sets measures should be 
' carried out simultaneously and to some 
; extent individual steps will be aimed at 
1 both dangers. . ' 

1 . Security recommendations have been 
' made in our 539 and other messages, 
Including formation internal security 
council, centralized intelligence^ etc. 

■ This message therefore deals with our 
political ' and economic recommenda- 

; tio'ns. X realize some measures I am 
! recommending are drastic and would bo 
. ' most [word illegible] for an ambassador 
! to make under normal circumstances. 

■ But conditions here are by no means 


normal. Diem government is in quite 1 
serious danger. Therefore, in my opinion 
prompt and even drastic action is called : are c: 
for. 1 am well aware that Diem has in coun 
past demonstrated astute judgment and ■ p 0S , 
has survived oilier serious crises. Pos-. rum , 
sibly his judgment will prove superior t 
to ours this time, but I believe never- j. 
tireless we have no alternative but to : c 
give him our best judgment of what we c 
believe is required to preserve his gov- - ; 50 t; 
ernmeiit. While Diem obviously resented ' c0ll , 
my frank talks earlier this year and will gov< 
probably resent even more suggestions < 
outlined below, he has apparently acted < 
on some of our earlier suggestions and a pp< 
might act on at least some of the 
following: • . hem 

1. I would propose have frank and gem 
friendly talk with Diem and explain our dipl 
serious concern about present situation ing 
and his political position; I would toll allc, 

him that, while matters I am -raising p re < 

deal primarily with internal affairs, I 
would like to talk to him frankly, and • 
try to be as helpful as I can be giving ons 
him the considered judgment of myself ern; 
and some of his friends in Washington- aoa 
oh appropriate measures to assist him 
•in present serious situation. (Believe it . 
best not indicate talking. under instruc- 
tions.) I would particularly stress dc- 
1 sir-ability of actions to broaden and 
increase his [word illegible] support - 
prior to 1961 presidential elections re- 
quired by constitution before end April. 

I would propose following actions to * 
President: „ . ■ . ! 
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2. Psychological shock effect is re- 
quired to take initiative from Commu- 
nisfpropaganclists as, well as non-Com- 
munist oppositionists and convince 
population government taking effective 
measures to deal with present situation, 

■ ____ KAA j jnom a ninmnni 


cover 

4. permit National Assembly wider 
legislative initiative and area of genuine 


lesiNuiuvu huluiww ^ ,, . _ 

debate and bestow on it authority to STATINTL • 
conduct, with appropriate publicity. 


public investigations of any departnient 
of government with right to question 
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ing suggested: 


WASHINGTON POST 

STATINTL . 
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“No,” answered the belea- 
guered but stubborn Viet- 
namese President. 

“If I can do anything for 
your physical safety, please 
call me,” Lodge said. 

“I am trying to re-estab- 
lish order,” concluded Diem, 
in the last words he would 

■ say to an American. Before 
the evening was out, he and 
his brother Ngo Dinli Nhu. 
had fled the Presidential 
Palace through a secret tun- 
nel. The next afternoon they 
were captured by the insur- 
gents in Cholon, the Chinese 
jsection of the city, and shot 
■to death in an armored per- 
sonnel carrier rumbling 
through the Saigon streets, 

■ The refusal to intervene 
to save the tottering Diem 
was not a spur of the mo- 
ment decision by Henry 
Cabot Lodge. According to a 
Pentagon study of Uilited 
States involvement, in the 
war, it was part of a thor- 
oughly planned policy of the 
United States government, 
which had decided to back a 
coup if it appeared likely to 
succeed. 

"Beginning in August of 
ISP 5 - 


■ NGO DIN 1 1 DIEM ; 

■ . , . U.S., backed ouster'; 

By Don Oberdorfer 

Washington Post Stall Writer 

At 4:30 p.m. on November 
1, 1963, a few hours before 
he was murdered, President 
Ngo Dinh Diem of South 
Vietnam' telephoned U.S. 

Ambassador Henry . Cabot 

Lodge to determine the atti- "(two "months before 

tude of the American gov- . Diera > s overthrow) we var- 
ernment toward the coup in iously authorized, sane- 
progress outside his palace tioned and encouraged the 
, , coup efforts of the Viotnam- 

wmdow. . • ese generals and offered full 

. . Lodge was noncommittal. gu p por t f 0r a successor gov- 
He had heard the gunfire, eminent,” the Pentagon re- 
he said, but he did not have port stated. “In October wo 
oil tUr- tor'is. “Also it is 4:30 nff In llinm in a di- 


— ..... - r*ULt. fittll-t-U, J A. w . .. W 

all the facts. “Also it is 4:30 cu t 0 ff aid to Diem in a di- 
a.m. in Washington and the rec t rebuff, giving a green 
U.S. government cannot pos- light to the generals. We 
sibly have a view.” maintained clandestine con-' 

“But you must have some t aC (; w fth them throughout' 
gen'eral ideas,” protested the planning and execution 
Diem. “After all, I am a 0 f the coup and Bought to 
Chief of State. I have tried rev i cw their operational 
to do my duty. I am trying plans and proposed now gov- 

to do now what duty and ernment,” tire report added, 

good sense require. I believe (this policy, which sanc- 
in duty above all.” ■ tioned Diem’s overthrow but 

. Lodge replied that Diem not his murder, was ap- 

. , , . , , , proved at the White House, 

had certainly done his duty, j, yen ^he substance of 

and with courage, and no dodge's statements in the 
one could take away from final conversation with 
him the credit for his contri- Diem-- -quo ted in the Penta- 

butions to his country. “Now dlroctivo dis'- 

1 am worried about your " atchR(1 to Saigon in the last 
physical safety,” the Ambas- c | a y 3 0 f October by Mc- 
sador continued. Had Diem George Bundy, President 
heard that he had been of- John f/jKonned^assIstant 

fered safe conv_, r » T , 1 v , 

- the country if- lie resigned 


In that 11th hour order, 
the. White House directed 
that U.S, authorities in Viet- 
nam should not directly in- 
tervene on either side in a 
coup against Diem. "But 
once a coup under responsi- 
ble leadership has .begun, 
and within these restric- 
tions, it is in the interest of 
the U.S. Government that it 
should succeed,” the direc- 
tive said. 

The decision, to topple 
Ngo Dinh Diem was olio, of 
the most important turning 
points in the United States 
struggle in Indochina — as 
the Pentagon study puts it, 
"one of the times in the his- 
tory of our Vietnam involve- 
ment when we were making 
fundamental choices,” 

The study says that the 
basic choices were these: (1) 
to continue to “plod along” 
with an increasingly unpop- 
ular Diem, (2) to encourage 
or tacitly support a military 
coup, taking the risk that 
the government might crum- 
ble or accommodate - with 
the Viet Cong and (3) to 
grasp the opportunity of the 
political instability to disen- 
gage from South Vietnam. 

According to the study, 
the first choice was rejected 
because of the belief that 
“wo could not win” with 
Diem and his brother Nhu. 
The third course, with- 
drawal from Vietnam, was 
"never seriously considered” 
because of the assumption 
that an independent, 11011 - 
Communist South Vietnam 
was “too important a strate- 
gic interest to abandon." 

“The second course was 
chosen mainly for the rea- 
sons the first was rejected 
-—Vietnam was thought too 
important; we wanted to 
win; and the rebellious gen- 
erals .seemed 'to offer that 
prospect,” ' 'the Pentagon 
study said. 

As a consequence of the 
choice that was made, the 
United States significantly 
deepened its commitment to 
South Vietnam, By deciding 
to bring Diem- down, the 
U.S. assumed a. great moral 
responsibility to his succes- 
sors and the people of tlio 
country over whom they 
tried to rule. There is little, 
indication in .the Pentagon 

feti* 


high level documents hut 
not all such documents— 
that the. American decision 
makers realized this fateful 

■ consequence of their action. 

The heightened U.S. rc- 

■ aponsibility and involvement 

| in Vietnam during the final 

; days of the Kennedy Admin- 

■ istration led to the commit- 

rinent of American ground 

troops during the Presi- 

1 dency of Lyndon B. Johnson 
—but ironically, Johnson 
was among those within the 
government who raised his 
voice against the plan to 
bring down Diem., 

According to the Penta- 
gon history, the thon-Vice 
President told a high level 
meeting at the State Depart- 
ment- on August 31, 1963, 
that lie had great reserva- 
tions about a coup because 
he had never seen “a genu- 
nine alternative" to Dicin. 
“From both a practical aud 
political viewpoint it would 
be a disaster to pull out,” 
Johnson was quoted as say- 
ing, Instead of a coup, the 
United States should go 
-hack to “talking straight” to ■ 
Diem’s government and 
“once again go about win- 
ning the war,” he reportedly 
added. 

The basic picture of the 
United States involvement 
in the coup against Diem 
was reported in the press at 
■the time and additional de- 
tails have trickled out in the 
seven years since. The Pen- 
tagon study, including a 
chronology of events and de- 
cisions and documentation 
of the major steps, provides 
many details previously un- 
known. And the study shows 
that the U.S. -role was ev.en 
more direct, more calculated 
aud more extensive than'- 
was generally believed at 
the time. : : 

Beginning late in August, 
1963, more than two months 
before the overthrow 1 of 
Diem, a Central Intelligence 
Agency official in Saigon,, 
was in direct contact with 
the plotters in the Vietnam- 
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e resigned?— : — 


